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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 

WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply Is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U:S:C. § 1 33). 
Any reply received by the OfTice later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely Tiled, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This action is in response to applicant *s clarification as to which references request filed 
on 01/1 2/2007. The correct reference applied for the office action mailed on 12/29/06 is 
Schimunek, et al that is submitted by the applicant as IDS from pages 1-80 and 1 75-188 as 
previously disclosed by the examiner from pages 1-16, 51, 68, 1 76 and 184 in the form PTO-892, 

The examiner herein restarts the period for response as of the current office action 
mailing date. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination xmder 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 10/06/2006 has been entered. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-8 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Information Disclosure Statement 
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3. An Initialized and dated copy of Applicant's IDS form 1449 is attached to the instant 
Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Edwards et al. 
US 6,490,626 Bl in view of Schimunek. et al. "Slicing the AS/400 with logical partitioning: A 
how .to guide" . 

Regarding claim 1, Edwards et al. a network management system (fig. 2 element 252) sharable 
by a plurality of operators (fig. 2 elements 222, 230, 224, 226, and 228, and col. 4 lines 47-60), 
comprising: 

a compartmented operating system (fig. 2 element 200) having a number of 
compartments (fig. 2 elements 204, 206, 208 and 216, 202) corresponding to the plurality of 
operators (fig. 2 elements 222, 230, 224, 226, and 228) and each cohipartment having access 
control (col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 56); 

means for assigning the operators to respective compartments (col. 4 lines 47-67); and 

common operations software (fig. 2 element 210 and abstract); 
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whereby each operator accesses the network management system via the access control 
of the compartment and the compartment executes in isolation the operations software for its 
operator (col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 46). 

Edwards et al. discloses each operator accessing the network management system of web 
server via Mandatory Access Control policy decisions (see col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 46). 
Edwards et al. fails to explicitly disclose wherein an operator accessing via access control 
assigned to that operator. However Schimunek discloses a method of slicing the AS/400 with 
logical partitioning and user operators accessing data based on operators assigned access control 
in a portioned system (page 51, 68, 176, and 184). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to employ the teachings of Schimunek within the system of Edwards et 
al. because they are analogous in compartmented mode workstation. One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of assigning access control to each users operators 
because it would authenticate each users of each compartments based on assigned access control. 

Regarding claim 2, Edwards et al. discloses a network element in a communications system (fig. 
2), said network element being sharable by a plurality of operators (fig. 2 elements 222, 230, 
224, 226, and 228, and col. 4 lines 47-60) comprising: 

a compartmented operating system (fig. 2 element 200) having a number of 
compartments (fig. 2 elements 204, 206, 208 and 216, 202) corresponding to the plurality of 
operators (fig. 2 elements 222, 230, 224, 226, and 228) and each compartment having access 
control (col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 56); 
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means for assigning the operators to respective compartments (col. 4 lines 47-67); and 

common operations software (fig. 2 element 210 and abstract); 

whereby each operator accesses the network element via the access control of the 
compartment and the compartment executes in isolation the operations software for its operator 
(col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 46). 

Edwards et al. discloses each operator accessing the network management system of web 
server via Mandatory Access Control policy decisions (see col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 46). 
Edwards et al. fails to explicitly disclose wherein an operator accessing via access control 
assigned to that operator. However Schimimek discloses a method of slicing the AS/400 with 
logical partitioning and user operators accessing data based on operators assigned access control 
in a partitioned system (page 51, 68, 176, and 184). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to employ the teachings of Schimunek within the system of Edwards et 
al. because they are analogous in compartmented mode workstation. One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of assigning access control to each users operators 
because it would authenticate each users of each compartments based on assigned access control. 

Regarding claim 8 Edwards et al. discloses a method of controlling access to a network element 
in a communications system (fig. 2) wherein said network element is sharabie by a plurality of 
operators (fig. 2 elements 222, 230, 224, 226, and 228, and col. 4 lines 47-60), said method 
comprising: 
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providing a compartmented operating system (fig. 2 element 200) having a number of 
compartments (fig. 2 elements 204, 206, 208 and 216, 202) corresponding to the plurality of 
operators (fig. 2 elements 222, 230, 224, 226, and 228) and each compartment having access 
control (col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 56); 

assigning the operators to respective compartments (col. 4 lines 47-67); and 

providing common operations software (fig. 2 element 210 and abstract); 

whereby each operator accesses the network element via the access control of the 
compartment and the compartment executes in isolation the operations software for its operator 
(col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 46). 

Edwards et al. discloses each operator accessing the network management system of web 
server via Mandatory Access Control policy decisions (see col. 5 lines 1-col. 6 lines 46). 
Edwards et al. fails to explicitly disclose wherein an operator accessing via access control 
assigned to that operator. However Schimunek discloses a method of slicing the AS/400 with 
logical partitioning and user operators accessing data based on operators assigned access control 
in a partitioned system (page 51, 68, 176, and 184). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to employ the teachings of Schimunek within the system of Edwards et 
al. because they are analogous in compartmented mode workstation. One would have been 
motivated to incorporate the teachings of assigning access control to each users operators 
because it would authenticate each users of each compartments based on assigned access control 

Regarding claim 3, Edwards et al. fiirther discloses the network element, wherein administration 
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of said compartmented operating system is separated into multiple roles (col. 5 lines 17-43 and 
fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 4, Edwards et al. further discloses the network element, wherein one of said 
multiple roles is dedicated to creating compartments for respective operators (col. 4 lines 30-67). 

Regarding claim 5, Edwards et al. further discloses the network element, wherein one of said 
multiple roles is dedicated to operator administration in each compartment (col. 4 lines 47-coL 5 
lines 23). 

Regarding claim 6, Edwards et al. further discloses the network element, wherein said operations 
software is application software (col. 4 lines 30-60). 

Regarding claim 7, Edwards et al. further discloses the network element, wherein said operators 
are remote from said network eleriient (fig. 2 element 232 and 250). 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eleni A. Shiferaw whose telephone number is 571-272-3867. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00am-5 :00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nasser R. Moazzami can be reached on (571) 272-4195. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866,-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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